The JBerengarian controversy

was equally adverse to him. At Tours, however, in 1054, he made a solemn
profession on oath before the legate Hildebrand, in which he denied the
charge of holding that the consecrated bread of the altar was merely
bread, and stated that the elements after consecration became the real
body and blood of our Lord.

This, however, did not wholly solve the difficulty, for the charge was
put in a crude form, which could easily be denied by a convinced supporter
of the spiritual view of the mystery advocated by Ratramnus, while the
assent demanded was not incompatible with that theory. Berengar's
teaching after 1054 laid itself open to renewed objection, and, at a
synod held in 1059 at Rome under Nicholas II, a profession of belief
was apparently forced upon him by the Burgundian cardinal Humbert,
in which the doctrine of the Eucharist was stated in a frankly material
form.

I Berengar, an unworthy deacon of the church of St Maurice of Angers, recognising
the true, catholic, and apostolic faith, anathematise all heresy, and chiefly that of which
I have hitherto been defamed, namely that which endeavours to establish that the
bread and wine which are set upon the altar are after the consecration only the
sacrament, and not the very body and blood of our Lord Jesus Christ, and that they
cannot be handled by the hands of the priests, or broken, or crushed by the teeth of
the faithful with the senses (sensualit&r) but only in a sacramental manner (in *olo
sacramento). And I assent to the holy Roman church and the apostolic see, and with
my mouth and heart profess that, with regard to the sacrament of the Lord's table,
I hold the same faith which the lord and venerable Pope Nicholas and this holy
synod, by evangelic and apostolic authority, have delivered to be held, and have con-
firmed to me : to wit, that the bread and wine which are set upon the altar are after
consecration not only the sacrament, but also the true body and blood of our Lord
Jesus Christ, and that with the senses, not only sacramentally but in very truth, these
are handled by the hands of the priests, are broken, and are crushed by the teeth of
the faithful.

This statement was confirmed by Berengatfs oath and declaration of
anathema against contrary opinions. He also burned his writings and
acknowledged that any return to another form of teaching would expose
him to canonical penalties.

On returning to France, Berengar appears to have disregarded the
binding power of an oath taken under compulsion, to have complained of
his treatment at Rome, and to have reasserted his old heresies. In or after
1063, Lanfranc entered the lists against him with a book De Carpore et
Sanguine Domini, in which extracts from a letter of protest aad re-
cantation which Berengar had circulated were produced and combated*
Lanfranc's legal training and natural subtlety of intellect made hittk a
dangerous and persuasive adversary; with some scorn for his opponent's
inconsistency, he was also convinced that he himself was argttittg upon
behalf of the catholic faith against its enemy. His own position and the
authority by which it was supported are stated as a prdimfaiAry to the
arguments with which the treatise concludes.
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